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Docket No. E-01750A-09-0149

IN THE MATTER OF THE FORMAL
COMPLAINT AGAINST MOHAVE
ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE INC. FILED
BY ROGER AND DARLENE CHANTEL

COMPLAINANTS’ QUARTERLY
STATUS UPDATE

Complainants Roger and Darlene Chantel, pursuant to the
Arizona Corporation Commissions’ June 17, 2011 Procedural Order,
hereby file the following quarterly status update to the
Commission regarding the status of Complainants’ Superior Court
action against Respondent Mohave Electric Cooperative, Inc.
(Superior Court of Arizona in and for Mohave County, Case No.
Cv2009-02574) .

This quarterly update is being filed by Complainant Roger
Chantel.

At the January 26, 2012 Status Conference Honorable Lee
Jantzen directed the Chantels to file a written response to
MEC’s Motion for Reconsideration of the Court’s denial of the
summary judgment motion by MEC by March 1, 2012. Honorable Lee
Jantzen also directed MEC to file a formal response to the
Chantel’s Motion to Have a Judicial Determination on All Counts
by March 1, 2012. It was ordered setting all pending motions
for oral argument on Wednesday, March 28, 2012 at 8:30 a.m. It

{Summary of pleading] - 1

mmission

FD

~z




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

was further ordered affirming the Status Conference set on
Thursday, January 26, 2012 at 1:30 p.m.

At the March 28, 2012 Oral Argument Honorable Lee Jantzen
allowed oral argument from both parties. The oral argument was
presented by the Chantels and MEC’s attorney Larry Udall on the
following Motions; MEC: Motion for Reconsideration of Motion for
Summary Judgment, Motion to Strike Plaintiffs’ Motion for
Reconsideration as Duplicative/Premature, Motion for Order on
Unanswered Requests to Admit and Motion for Sanctions on No-
Answered Interrogatories. Chantels: Motion for Judicial
Determination on All Counts and Motion for Consideration on
Count 4 Ejectment, Count 5 Recovery of Rents and Count 8
Punitive/Exemplary Damages.

Honorable Lee Jantzen is taking all of these arguments into

consideration and will issue his decision.

Dated this 2&+4h4 day of March 2012.

Roger Chantel
Complainant
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PROOF AND CERTIFICATION OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on this 294l day of March 2012, I
caused the foregoing document to be served on the Arizona
Corporation Commission by mailing the original and thirteen (13)
copies of the above to:

Docket Control

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COPY of the foregoing mailed
this 2.4+, day of March 2012 to:

Belinda A.Martin, Administrative Law Judge
Arizona Corporation Commission

1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Janice Alward, Legal Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Larry K. Udall

Curtis, Goodwin, Sullivan,
Udall & Schwab, P.L.C.

501 East Thomas Road

Phoenix, Arizona 85012-3205
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